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WASHINGTON——TWO 'years ago; Doubleday & Company

lnc publishers, asked John S. Service, a retired Foreign i

*-Service Officer, for-his,opinion ‘of ‘a book being offered .
7by Soviet authorities. “The book purporied to P

rovxda

mtxmate, if deropatory, “infotmation about '\/Iao '15e~tung

,and ‘his followers during World" War 1L

¥

’,.'.

.. Mr. Service, who had been with Chairman Mao\m 1944

m Yenar, on special assxgnment on an American militacy. £
mission, recormmended égainst pubhcatlon becanse upon
-6xaminationt the sbook appeared ‘to him' 1o be” }argely an | ;w7

anti-ChmPse- fabrication. In a memo to the pubhshers, ha
-said: “What- this book boils down 4o; it seems:to. zje, is
.a not very adroit Russiap rewriting of history.le-is sl

--Despite Mr. Service’s warning, Dcml::ledaly4 Iamﬁ montl ] -
-pubhsﬂaed “The Viadimirov’ Diarles,” for.which it paid. the
-.Soviet press agency Novosti- $4,000 ‘for American nghts. ¥
~The book is printed’ with a mild disclaimer from the pub~

- isher: The teéxt of Pyotr Vladimirov’s “Dxanes,” it reads,
-.contains “certain jnconsistencies and , .’ new 'explana-

_ “tory’ material may have been added.”
* ‘Z-In-short, one of the leading Amencan pubhshmg hOlISG‘!

+has’ admitted ‘that "a book . c0m.n~ out;
ifs probably, at-least in part,. & htﬁrat‘} “fake,: Tt L5 - not |
_what the Soviet. authorities- $aid '1t
Comintern agent assigned to Mr.. Mao during Worid Wap. XL
Novosti had published. the book in. Russian in’ Vioscow m,,

4

ndde - its - xmp.mt

71973 under the title,” “Special- Region in Ohika;

iIndia under that same heading: People’ m‘Amencaﬁ in‘csl":»

‘vence agencies agreed “with Mr.; Servzﬂ tna*
~swas Ies‘s diary. and mort zabnwgm Vi

-was,. ES d1ary Jof . a,«

i Al " tals” ‘says somethmg abow Douo‘adays w:mngneee,_’_

'to print, Such r«étemal (the pubiishing -housé's' rationale
s that while the bool” inay” not b, completely factual, it
is an {nteresting “curlosity item” dhat helps show what the
Russians think today. about -the Chinése), But the Yncident
“8lso underscores the fact that as part-of the war of words

-of _the last-thirty years, liberties have, ¢ccasionally been,

‘taken With the historical record to make a propaganda
“polnt, Poubleday | was not the flrst to pubhsh such dubmua

_"charxes S

In the early ﬁftxes, when the cold war was at s’ts«
‘colddst, .~ Andre Deutsch, . a:- British firm, .and Wzlham‘

*Marrow, .an American . company, printed - “Notes for a

iJournal.” Tha book was presented as [he diary..of "Maxim:
Litvinov, a ,.former Sovxet forexgn mmxster who .had died ;

m 1951,

in an artxcie pub‘xshed later in a collection of essays,

merarn D. Wolfe, a writer on Soviet maiters, recounted !
"how he had proved beyond question %o a potential- pubhsher i

that the Litvinov diaries: were phony. He was even able
. to show that the author was probably George Bessedovsky,
.8 Soviet émigré who. was responsible for -a'major fake:

Jof the thirties, “My-Uncle Joseph S»ahn!’ b:.r Budi Sva'ndze.A
L

+No such- Svanidze ever existed. .

S
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© Other books have not 1
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-were. put together In ways that have causeq proprems 1ot
scrlotxs scholars, “The Penkovsky Papers“ were presenled ,
as n $ynthesis of what Col. Olig Pe"lkOVSkj had ‘sent *o"

-"tha Yest “hefore, he-was arrested and ekecuted as & :my

oy Soviet authorities in Ahe sixties, BUj- becausethay’ do,
‘not! have the raw ‘matérials, -scholars have_had: fo put a
quesuon mark around the book. B N R R

Nikita Khrushchev's memoirs (ntwo vo:umeql ormnalfy

raised questiorty when ths first one appeared But bacause’

.- the mctual - Khrushchev hpos were. made svailable after‘
the Soviet leader’s death in 1971, there is iess’ skeptrcmm
that he actudlly said what was printed. What Js not pGSo;
',sxb)e-to say, however, 1s whether 2il the "(.h'ushqhev tapes
were sent abroad whether what was sent was intact and

oI whether any’ omissions,’ or- de,etlons, were xmportdm, ey

;A number- f unquest,cwably sgenuine: WOrKs' Havn-
publxshed out Mof “political- consxcerauo".s as . ell B
Central Imelhgence Agcncy -and thé United, ates mfo,ma- i
tion: Agency subsidized - -secretly -the, puoncaflon of -books -
and magazines for a number of years, Sometimes the |
* subsidy 'was. indirect. American publishers might be told
that they could he guaranteed several thousand sales of |
za cértain book for distribution overseas. So some anti-Coms 'i
.mumst ‘tomes tnat might otherwise be urprofntable wera
pubhmedath;h a guaranteed sale.
STRe Viadxmxrov Diaries,” however, app»ar umque, Parts
'qf them seem to have been deliberately fabricated by the
*“Russians, presumably by the secret police, to gzve an up- -
¢ ﬂattnr'ng pictune of China’s leader. Ny
4 x\It A oftert difficult te prove a “diary” phony, becanse ;
*jnaceuracies do not demonstrate conclusively that a text |
=15 ‘a fabrication; the diarist could have simply made a mis~ -
“take, But Mr. Service, turning literary detective, has pro-
vxded ';Qme convincing olues.-Among thens
~Ytem: The dlary describes parties given by the American

team In.Yepan in 1944 and states that Black and White .
+ and Johunie Walker scotch whiskeys were the most popular

.. Service: “One“_; that Stilwell rigidly enforced . . . was. i
that Hump tonnage was too precious for alcohelic beverages -
v 'wa had none‘and gladly drank thn local brew--;ust
fas We smoked local cigarettes.” i
¢ 3 Ttem: The' dmry mentlons ”the snnll barkmv of jackals .
n the hills” 3. : . . .
;4'-Servxce. “There are. no Jackals in China.” '
%.Item: ‘The diary mentions as important the “air bridge
between the U.SS.R. and China.”
M, Servzce:-“There never wa.s, nor Jntended ta be; any’ air
}brldge.“..: S
#o Iten 'I'he diary "efers to a conversation that Mr. Servics
.had with -Chairman' Mao; it includes a stztement that Mr. .
Servwe told Mr. Mao that Washington wanted a coaut'on
govnrnment established it China;
/¢ 8ervice: “I never told Mao any such thing because, Ior ]
‘one. obvious reason, I had no such knowledﬂe .+ o v firs

i

knowledve of thls ‘was- not uxml . .. after I had left
Yenan't ", .
v s M _Serv;ms examples are extensive, His memo raises
iso many questions that a comment made by a British |

book reviewer at the time the Litvinov diary was published ;
there seems appropnate' “This book adds to our under-
_standing, of Sovidt affairs and ‘of Litvinov's personali ty
abou as mLch as a, foraed ‘banknote adds to our wealth .

.
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Q’Bemard ‘Gwertzman is @ diplomati correeponden* for
Mhe'New York Times. M .
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